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LETTERS,  &c. 


Being  in*  attendance  on  a Friend  and 
Patient  upon  whose  case  1 wished  a consulta- 
tion, Dr.  Prichard  was  named,  and  I under- 
took to  request  his  attendance  ; which  1 did  in 
the  following  manner : — 


No.  1. 

Sir, 

Mr.  C.^  a patient  of  mine,  being 
desirous  of  obtaining  your  opinion,  you  will 
oblige,  by  naming  any  hour  before  noon 
tomorrow,  that  will  best  suit  your  convenience 
to  give  me  the  meeting  at  his  residence. 

I am.  Sir, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

DAVID  DAVIES. 

Park-Street,  Jan.  13,  1826.” 


“ Dr.  Prichard.” 
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To  this,  on  the  following  morning.  Dr.  Pricha'  d 
thus  replied ; — 

No.  2. 

Dr.  Prichard  presents  his  compliments  to 
Dr.  Davies,  and  will  be  much  obliged  if  Dr.  D. 
will  inform  him  whether  the  case,  to  which  Dr. 
P.’s  attendance  is  recpiested,  is  a medical  one  or 
partly  chirurgical;  or  in  fact  whether  Dr.  Davies 
has  attended  as  a Physicia\i  or  as  a Surgeon. 

“ Berkeley-Scpiaro,  Jan.  14.” 

♦ 

On  this  I forbear  to  make  any  comment;  the 
following  answer  was  returned  . 

No.  3. 

“ Dr.  Davies  presents  his  compliments  to  Dr. 
Prichard,  and  acquaints  him,  that  Mr.  C.  is 
attended  by  Dr.  Davies  as  his  Physician. 

“ Park-street,  Jan.  14,  1826.” 

Which  brought  the  following  from  Doctor 
Prichard  : — 

No.  4. 

‘‘  Dr.  Prichard  presents  his  compliments  to 
Dr.  Davies,  and  is  very  sorry  that  he  is  under 
the  necessity  of  declining  to  meet  Dr,  Davies  in 
consultation  as  a Physician,  Dr,  Davies  being  a 
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Surgeon,  witness  his  appointment  to  St.  Peter’s 
Hospital. 

Dr.  P.  begs  to  assure  Dr.  Davies  that 
nothing  disparaging  to  him  or  his  professional 
character  is  intended  by  Dr.  Prichard,  who  is 
solely  actuated  by  a necessary  regard  to  cus- 
tomary modes  of  proceeding  in  thus  declining 
to  meet  Dr.  Davies. 

Berkeley-Square,  Jan.  14.” 


On  the  receipt  of  this  I visited  my  patient, 
mentioned  to  him  my  regret  at  not  having  been 
enabled  to  bring  Dr.  Prichard  with  me  on  that 
morning,  and  left  with  the  wife  of  my  patient 
the  following  note,  requesting  that  the  contents 
might  be  communicated  to  him  in  any  manner 
she  might  judge  least  likely  to  hurry  or  agitate 
him  ; — 


“ Park-Street,  Jan.  14,  1826. 

Dear  Sir, 

'‘lam  extremely  sorry  that  I am  not 
enabled  to  obtain  Dr.  Prichard’s  opinion  in  con- 
sultation with  me;  this  I the  more  regret  as  I did 
not  anticipate  such  treatment. 

“ 1 entreat  that  you  put  me  entirely  out  of 
the  question,  and  consult  him  or  any  other 
person,  from  whose  advice  yourself  or  friendi 
may  hope  to  derive  any  advantage.  Most  sin- 
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cerely  wishing  the  speedy  amendment  of  your 
health,  believe  me, 

“ Dear  Sir,  truly  your’s, 

“D.  DAVIES. 

J.  C.  Esq.’* 

After  which  I wrote  a note  to  Dr.  Prichard, 
enclosing  with  it  the  extract  from  an  Act  of  Par-  * 
liament  which  I subjoin,  and  by  which  it  appears 
that,  as  a Member  of  the  Royal  College  of  Phy- 
sicians in  London,  I am  privileged  to  practise 
Physic  and  Surgery. 


No.  5. 

“ Bristol,  Jan.  14,  1826. 

" Sir, 

Confiding  in  the  assurance  contained 
in  your  note,  that  your  refusal  to  meet  me 
professionally  does  not  proceed  from  personal 
motives,  and  believing  it  possible  that  you  may 
have  so  acted  from  misconception,  I have  taken 
leave  to  forward  for  your  information  an  extract 
from  an  Act  of  Parliament,  which  enables  me, 
as  an  Extra-Licentiate  of  the  Royal  College  of 
Physicians  in  London,  to  practise  Surgery  also. 

I am.  Sir, 

Your  obedient  servant. 

“ DAVID  DAVIES. 


Dr.  Prichard.” 
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Extract  from  an  Act  of  Parliament,  entitled 
*^‘an  Act  for  Physicians  and  their  Privileges.” 
— 32  Henry  VHII.  chap.  40. 

Forasmuch  as  the  science  of  Physic  doth 
comprehend,  include,  and  contain  the  knowledge 
of  Surgery  as  a special  member  and  part  of  the 
same,  therefore  be  it  enacted,  that  any  of  the  said 
Physicians,  being  able,  chosen,  and  admitted  by 
the  said  President  and  Fellowship  of  Physicians, 
may,  from  time  to  time,  as  well  within  the  City 
of  London,  as  elsewhere  within  these  Realms, 
practise  and  exercise  the  said  science  of  Surgery 
in  all  and  every  its  members  and  parts;  any  Act, 
Statute,  or  Provision  made  to  the  contrary  not- 
withstanding.” 

These,  I hoped,  would  have  induced  Dr. 
Prichard  to  have  acknowledged  his  error;  but 
they  remained  unnoticed,  upon  which  1 addressed 
him  as  follows  : — 


No.  6. 

Sir, 

Having  explained  for  your  information, 
in  my  letter  to  you  of  the  14th  instant,  that  I am 
empowered,  by  Act  of  Parliament,  to  practise 
Physic  and  Surgery  in  every  part  of  His  Ma- 
jesty’s dominions,  the  accompanying  extract  from 
the  same  authority  proves,  that,  unless  you  are  a 
Medical  Graduate  of  the  University  of  Oxford 
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or  Cambridge,  or  a Licentiate  or  Extra- Licen- 
tiate of  tlie  Royal  College  of  Physicians  in  Lon- 
don, you  are  not  entitled  to  practise  as  Physician 
in  England ; and  it  being  the  recorded  opinion 
of  the  late  Lord  Mansfield,  that  a Scotch 
Diploma  does  not  of  .itself  entitle  its  possessor 
to  practise  as  a Physician  in  England,  your 
conduct  on  a late  occasion  compels  me,  in  self- 
defence,  to  ask  of  you  by  what  competent 
authority,  if  by  any,  you  assume  the  privilege 
of  practising  as  a Physician  in  this  city  ? Un- 
less I receive  a satisfactory  explanation  it  is  my 
intention  to  publish  the  particulars  of  our  pre- 
sent correspondence. 

‘‘  I am,  Sir, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

- DAVID  DAVIES, 

To  Dr.  Prichard.” 


“ That  no  person  bo  suffered  to  practise  as  a 
Physician  in  England,  until  such  time  as  he  be 
examined  in  Loudon  by  the  President  and  three 
of  the  Elects  of  the  Royal  College  of  Physicians, 
and  shall  have  obtained  from  them  Letters  Tes- 
timonial of  their  examination  and  approval; 
except  he  be  a Graduate  of  Oxford  or  Cam- 
bridge, which  has  accomplished  all  things  for 
his  form  without  any  grace.” — Physicians'  Act 
of  Parliament,  enacted  1523 — 3 Henry  Vlll. 
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According  to  the  opinion  of  the  late  Lord 
Chief  Justice  Mansfield,  the  Diploma  of  a Doctor 
in  Medicine  does  not  itself  entitle  the  possessor 
to  practise  as  a Physician  in  England ; he  must 
be  a Licentiate  or  an  Extra-Licentiate  of  the 
Royal  College  of  Physicians  in  London,  or  a 
Graduate  of  an  English  University.” — Medical 
J urisprudence,  by  Paris  & Fonblanque,  vol  i. 
p.  17. 


No.  7. 

Sir, 

You  will  certainly  do  right  to  print  the 
paper  you  have  enclosed  to  me,  if  you  think 
any  good  end  will  be  attained  by  its  publication. 
As  for  my  own  conduct,  it  was  fully  explained  to 
you  in  the  note  I last  addressed  to  you,  and  I 
can  add  nothing  further  on  the  subject,  except 
to  say  that  I have  no  personal  motive  in  the 
affair,  in  which  I feel  myself  but  little  interest, 
and  still  less  to  annoy  or  disturb  any  other 
individual. 

“ 1 am.  Sir, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

“ J.  C.  PRICHARD. 

“ Berkeley-Square,  Jan.  17.” 


This  Letter  (No.7)  not  affording  the  satisfac- 
tion which  I conceived  to  be  due  to  me  for 
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the  injury  which  I had  sustained,  I wrote  to 
Dr.  Prichard  as  follows  : — 

No.  8. 

Sir, 

You  haye  offered  me  an  unprovoked 
and  deliberate  insult : I have  without  effect  used 
my  endeavours  to  obtain  from  you  a satisfactory 
explanation.  The  matter  cannot,  must  not  rest 
here  ; if  you  persevere  in  refusing  to  make  me 
an  apology,  any  plan  which  1 may  be  led  to 
adopt  will  be  chargeable  to  yourself.  The 
regard  1 entertain  for  the  dignity  of  a profes- 
sion, as  a member  of  which  I have  practised, 
under  the  protection  of  a grand  Diploma,  in 
this  city  for  more  than  forty  years,  renders  me 
' desirous  to  avoid,  if  possible,  representing  your 
conduct  to  the  public;  from  the  same  regard  I 
am  at  present  averse  to  adopt  legal  proceedings 
against  you,  either  for  what  1 consider  a breach 
of  the  law,  or  for  the  personal  injury  1 have 
sustained  through  your  refusal  to  meet  me  in 
consultation;  but  I shall  avail  myself  of  my 
right  to  do  so  should  1 at  any  time  hereafter 
think  fit. 

I am.  Sir, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

DAVID  DAVIES. 

Park-Street,  Jan.  24,  J826. 


Dr.  J.  C.  Prichard.” 
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This  letter  was  not  answered,  1 therefore 
penned  the  following  : — 

No.  9. 

Bristol,  Febroary,  1826. 

Sir, 

Since  my  last  letter,  to  which  you  have 
not  replied,  I have  carefully  examined  the  List 
of  the  Members  of  the  Royal  College  of  Physi- 
cians in  London,  and  the  Catalogues  of  the 
Graduates  of  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge;  your  name  does  not  appear  in  any 
of  them.  On  the  authority,  therefore,  of  the 
late  Lord  Chief  Justice  Mansfield,  I venture  to 
assert  that  you  are  not  legally  qualified  to.  prac- 
tise as  a Physician  in  England.  I have  proved 
to  you  from  the  Acts  of  Parliament,  of  which  I 
have  sent  you  extracts,  that  1 am  a Physician, 
regularly  and  duly  qualified  to  practise  Physic, 
and  that  you  are  not  so  qualified.*  Deeply 
regretting  that  your  conduct  compels  me  to  give 
a limited  publicity  to  these  facts, 

“ I remain.  Sir, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

“ DAVID  DAVIES, 

“ Dr.  Prichard.” 

* My  name  has  for  many  years  appeared  in  the  List  of 
Physicians  licensed  by  the  President  and  Commonalty  of 
the  Faculty  of  Physic  in  London  ; and  a recent  Act  of 
Parliament,  5.5  Geo. Ill,,  recognises  only  Physicians  licensed 
by  the  College,  and  by  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge. — Medical  J urisprudence,  by  Paris  & Foublanque, 
page  13. 
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Having-  tlius  stated  the  particulars  of  my 
conduct  towards  Dr.  Prichard,  and  of  Dr. 
Ih  ichard’s  conduct  towards  me,  I trust  that  the 
transaction  will  meet  a candid  consideration  and 
a just  decision. 

On  "Mhe  customary  modes”  of  Dr.Prichard’s 
letter,  (No.  4,)  for  which  I do  not  know  any 
foundation,  I would  observe  that  every  mode 
which  becomes  a custom  in  defiance  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament  is  an  abuse,  which  ought  to  be 
exposed  and  abolished.  It  is,  however,  and 
has  long  been,  the  legal  usage  of  the  Royal 
College  of  Physicians  to  prohibit  persons,  qua- 
lified as  Dr.  Prichard  is,  from  practising  in 
fiondon  or  within  the  Bills  of  Mortality:  but 
the  Royal  College  of  Surgeons  in  London  admits 
to  an  examination  Graduates  in  IMedicine  of 
any  of  the  Universities  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
who  shall  have  performed  two  or  more  Courses 
of  Dissection,  and  who  shall  have  regularly 
attended  during  the  term,  at  least  of  one 
year,  the  Chirurgical  Practice  of  one  of  the 
Hospitals.  Graduates  passing  such  examina- 
tion, and  obtaining  their  Diploma,  frequently 
receive  the  appointments  of  Assistant  Surgeons 
in  the  Army  or  Navy;  and,  improving  their 
opportunities  by  observatioti  and  experience, 
often  become  an  honour  to  themselves  and  to 
their  medical  degrees. 

1 would  also  refer  Dr.  Prichard  to  the  Hun- 
terian Oration  for  the  present  year,  published  in 
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the  Lancetj  of  Feb.  18/’  wliere  the  death  of 
Sir  David  Dundas,  Bart.j  Serjeant-Snrg-eon  to  Ids 
Majesty,  Member  of  tlie  Royal  College  of  Sur- 
geons, and  a Physician,  is  noticed  by  Sir  Anthony 
Carlisle  in  these  terms: — “ Finally  it  devolves 
on  me  to  speak  of  a deservedly  lamented  col- 
league, Sir  David  Dundas;  he  died  on  the  tenth 
day  of  January  last,  at  the  venerable  age  of  77 
years:  during  a long  residence  at  Richmond, 
in  Surrey,  Sir  David  Dundas*  was  actively  en- 
gaged in  the  duties  of  Surgeon  and  Physician  ; 
to  a benevolent  nature  he  united  a manly  kind- 
ness graced  by  modest  urbanity  and  charity  : in 
the  various  and  highest  offices  of  this  College 
his  conduct  was  always  distinguished  by  inte- 
grity, candour,  and  good  manners.” 

It  would  be  easy  to  prove  from  the  best  his- 
torical authority  that  medical  surgery  and  medi- 
cine have  ever  been  united  ^ and  that  in  propor- 
tion as  mechanical  or  operative  surgery  departs 
from  a knowledge  of  medicine,  so  must  its 
utility  to  suffering  humanity  be  diminished.  VVe 
find  that  medical  surgery  and  medicine  have 
been  handed  down  to  us  united  from  Hippocrates 
to  Celsus.f  From  him  we  also  learn  that  all 

* Sir  David  Dundas  was  also  to  my  knowledge  in  the  con- 
stant habit  of  meeting  in  consultation  the  most  eminent 
Physicians  of  London,  Richmond,  and  other  parts  of 
England, 

t Id  ante  omnia  scire  convenit,  quod  omnes  medicina 
partes  ita  connexa#  sunt,  ut  ex  toto  separari  non  possint. — 
Celsi  Praefatione  de  Medicina,  lib.  5. 
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tlie  branches  of  medicine  are  so  intimately  con- 
nected that  they  cannot  be  separated  ; and  in 
the  present  day  M.  le  Docteur  Leroux,  principal 
Physician  of  the  Ancient  Faculty  of  Medicine 
in  Paris,  &c.  &c.  the  friend  and  colleague  of 
the  illustrious  and  lamented  Corvisart,  expresses 
himself  to  the  same  effect  on  this  subject.* 

Hildanus,  Vesaliu.s,  Fabricius  ab  Aqnapen- 
dente,  Fallopius,  Scnitetus,  Nuck,  Heister,  Jen- 
ner,  and  many  other  eminent  men  have  united 
the  title  of  Surgeon  to  that  of  Physician  in  order 
to  increase  their  utility  to  mankind. 

The  medico-chiriirgical  societies  established 
in  England,  on  the  Continent,  and  in  America, 
are  strong  evidence  of  the  union  of  medical 
surgery  and  medicine. 

Circumstances  frequently  occur  wherein  con- 

* “ L’art  de  gii^rir  est  un  ; c’est  le  tronc  que  se  partage 
en  deux  branches  principales,  la  paiKologie  et  la  cUnique. 
C’est  k tort  que  Ton  a distingu^  la  m^decine  de  la  chirurgie  ; 
ces  deux  parties  de  1’  art  de  gu4rir  sont  indivisibles,  comme 
le  sont,  dans  la  peinture,  le  dessin  et  I’npplication  de  la  cou- 
leur.  Les  dtudes  sont  le  ni6mes,  la  pratique  seule  est  un 
peu  difKrente.  Je  ne  crains  pas  de  vous  redire  un  axiunie 
qui,  a force  d’avoir  4t£  rdp6t^,  parait  presque  trivial : lln'y 
a point  de  vrai  mMecin  qu'il  ne  sache  de  la  chirurgie ; il  n'y  a 
point  de  vrai  chirurgien  qu'il  ne  sache  de  la  mMecine.  Ainsi, 
dans  le  cours  de  ces  Conferences,  je  ne  meservirai,  laplupart 
du  temps,  que  du  mot  de  m^decine  pour  exprimer  ce  que  I’on 
nonime  I*  art  de  guhir,  et  que  Ton  devrait  appeler  I’  art  de 
trailer;  et  que  du  mot  de  mMecin  pour  designer  celui  qui 
pratique  cet  art.’’ — Cours  sur  les  g^neralites  do  la  Medecinc 
Pratique,  par  J.  J.  Leroux,  p.  27. 
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sultations  become  desirable,  and  it  has  always 
been  my  wish  to  be  on  such  terms  with  my 
professional  brethren  as  readily  to  meet  them 
when  required. 

Although  it  be  possible  that  Dr.  Prichard  may 
still  be  tenacious  of  his  opinion  relative  to  the 
treatment  which  I have  experienced,  enough,  I 
think,  has  been  said  to  convince  our  mutual 
Friends,  and  the  Profession  generally,  that  the 
indignity  offered  me  was  unprovoked,  unmerited, 
and  unwarrantable. 

Bristol,  March  2,  1826. 


T.  J.  MaiicUee,  Prioter,  30,  Quay,  Bristol. 
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